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of which they would not approve were accepted for the tests. The 
result is that claim after claim is shown to be " unfounded " and the im- 
pression is given that the merits of the case are with the labor side. 
Had the labor " claims " been treated in a similar manner, they would 
probably have yielded a similarly depressing series of negative results. 
It is understood that circumstances beyond the author's control impelled 
the immediate publication of the material in an incomplete form. That 
Professor Hoxie appreciated that the arrangement was not entirely satis- 
factory is shown by the fact that in his preface he promised a discussion 
of the "labor claims" sometime in the future — a promise which, owing 
to his untimely death, will never be fulfilled. 

Robert Murray Haig. 
Columbia University. 

The Single Tax Movement in the United States. By ARTHUR 
Nichols Young. Princeton, Princeton University Press, 1916. — x, 
340 pp. 

In this book Dr. Young gives a full, connected and satisfactory 
account of the single-tax movement in this country. There has been 
no lack of expositions of the philosophy of Henry George or of attempts 
to refute it. There are good biographies of George and a number of 
studies of special problems involved in the application of his principles. 
But the student of the single tax as a movement — of its successes and 
failures and of its place in the political and economic life of the country 
— has hitherto found it necessary to resort to a very voluminous and 
scattered literature. Moreover, his understanding would even then be 
unclear without the illuminating recital of much unwritten history by 
the lips of those actually concerned in the happenings. Dr. Young 
has gone through the masses of material, has spent many hours listen- 
ing to the stories of the veterans and has condensed it all into a book 
which can be read in a few evenings ; yet he has succeeded, withal, in 
imbuing his volume with much of the interest of the original docu- 
ments. His book is always readable and is often absorbingly interesting. 

The study begins with a consideration of George's claims to origi- 
nality, in the course of which the author discusses briefly but adequately 
the various " anticipations " of the single tax. Next he describes the 
economic conditions surrounding George while he was formulating his 
ideas, and points out their effect upon his philosophy. Then begins a 
detailed treatment of the single-tax movement proper, starting with 
the publication of Progress and Poverty and bringing the account down 
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to such recent events as the unfavorable report of the Committee on 
Taxation of the city of New York. The student will turn, in the future, 
to Dr. Young's book for authentic information on such topics as the 
political campaigns for single-tax measures in the various states, the 
history of the single-tax "communities" and the activities of the 
Joseph Fels Commissson. 

Throughout the volume Dr. Young maintains an attitude of deep 
respect for Henry George and his ideas. Indeed this feeling of sym- 
pathy and tenderness is carried to a point where it is likely to be mis- 
taken by some for a stronger emotion. But this has had at least one 
fortunate result : the book has been given a very cordial reception by 
the single- taxers. One single-tax periodical, in the course of a lauda- 
tory review, has gone so far as to remark, naively, that the book is 
" surprisingly accurate." It is a pleasant and significant change when 
the single- tax journals insult economists unconsciously rather than with 
malice aforethought. Of late there have been evidences of a rapid 
growth of a spirit of tolerance among the younger single-taxers, a will- 
ingness to refrain from fanaticism in the support of their claims. On 
the other hand, there has been a strong drift of sentiment among the 
members of the present generation of economists toward a belief in 
the justice and expediency of the special taxation of land. This book 
should strengthen both tendencies and assist materially in bringing 
about a better understanding between antagonists whose relations in 
the past have been decidedly hectic. Such a result would mean much 
to the movement for tax reform in this country. 

Robert Murray Haig. 
Columbia University. 



